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The term "extortion" in the Hobbs Act requires the "obtaining of property from another".! The requirement that property 
be "obtained" is given a broad construction—the perpetrator of a physical attack or threat need neither seek nor receive an 


economic benefit, and the lack of an economic motive does not constitute a defense.” For purposes of the "obtaining of property" 
requirement of the statute, the offense of attempted extortion is complete when the defendant has attempted to induce his or 


her victim to part with property.” Where the property in question is the victim's right to conduct a business free from threats 
of violence and physical harm, a person who has committed or threatened violence or physical harm in order to induce the 


abandonment of that right has "obtained," or attempted to obtain, property.” The fact that the defendant makes no effort to take 
personal possession of an extortion payment after it has been relinquished by the victim is irrelevant? though there is authority to 
the contrary, holding that the Hobbs Act requires not only the deprivation but also the acquisition of property;° there must be an 


"obtaining" in that someone, either the extortioner or a third person, must receive the property of which the victim is deprived.’ 


The concept of property in the Hobbs Act is not limited to tangible rights but extends also to intangible rights.° 
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The phrase "with his consent," in the Hobbs Act's definition of extortion as obtaining property from another with his consent, 
is designed to distinguish extortion from robbery, which is defined in the Hobbs Act as obtaining personal property from the 
person or in the presence of another against his will; thus, "consent" simply signifies the taking of property under circumstances 
falling short of robbery, and such "consent" is quite different from the mens rea necessary for a conspiracy. 18 U.S.C.A. § 
1951(b)(1, 2). Ocasio v. U.S., 136 S. Ct. 1423 (2016). 


Attempting to compel a person to recommend that his employer approve an investment does not constitute the "obtaining of 
property from another" under the Hobbs Act. 18 U.S.C.A. § 1951(b)(2). Sekhar v. U.S., 133 S. Ct. 2720 (2013). 


Defendant did not attempt to obtain the property of another within meaning of the Hobbs Act when he attempted to compel 
the general counsel of a state pension fund to recommend that the fund make a particular investment. 18 U.S.C.A. § 1951(b) 
(2). Sekhar v. U.S., 133 S. Ct. 2720 (2013). 


"Obtaining property" within meaning of the Hobbs Act requires not only the deprivation but also the acquisition of property; 
that is, it requires that the victim part with his property, and that the extortionist gain possession of it. 18 U.S.C.A. § 1951(b) 
(2). Sekhar v. U.S., 133 S. Ct. 2720 (2013). 


To obtain property within meaning of the Hobbs Act, a defendant must pursue something of value from the victim that can be 
exercised, transferred, or sold. 18 U.S.C.A. § 1951(b)(2). Sekhar v. U.S., 133 S. Ct. 2720 (2013). 
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